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Nazarius had been almost coeval with its occurrence,
and was not likely to prejudice the Church in its
favour, and yet was, as far as we know, the only tes-
timony by which it was conveyed to the Fathers of
the fourth century. At least Gibbon himself grants
that they were not acquainted with Eusebius's state-.
" ment, and grants it for the very reason that they did not
avail themselves of it. He confirms this opinion by
the fact of St. Jerome's ignorance of the Life of Con-
stantine, in which Eusebius reports the miracle, a work
which he considers " was recovered by the diligence
of those who translated or continued his Ecclesiastical
History." i Nor does it appear why the Fathers of the
Church should have mentioned the miracle, even had
they known it It was not a miracle especially ad-
dressed to them, or wrought for the uses of the Church
at large. It was, first, a fitting rite of inauguration
when Christianity was about to take its place among1
the powers to whom God has given rule over the
earth j next, it was an encouragement and direction
to Constantine himself and to the Christians ,who
marched with him; but it neither seems to have been
intended, nor to have operated, as a display of Divine
power to the confusion of infidelity or error. In like
manner, while the Fathers appeal to the fiery eruption
at the Jewish Temple, because it was the means of a
signal triumph over an enemy, on the other hand,
<i Ibid. Ch. xx. note 52. [Vid. Danz. de Euseb. Caesar, p. 71.]